REGISTER OF 

CLASSIFICATION DECISIONS 


Date of entry in Register: 

Name of applicant/court: 
Applicant to the Labelling Body: 
Title of Publication: 

Other Known Titles: 

Director: 

Producer: 

Publisher: 

Author: 

Format: 

Country of Origin: 

Language: 


21 July 1998 

The District Court at Blenheim 
Not Applicable 

Jung und Frei Nr. 104 Februar 1996 
Jung Und Frei (Exhibit 24) 

Not Applicable 
Not Applicable 
Peenhill Ltd. 

Not Applicable 
Magazine 
England 
German 


Components of film originally examined: 

Feature: Not Applicable 

Trailers: 

Excision/Alteration: Not Applicable. 


Running time: 
Running time: 

Total Running time: 


Reason(s) for Excision: 

Not Applicable. 


Classification Decision: 

Objectionable. 

Display Conditions: 

Not Applicable. 

Descriptive Note: 


... Please turn over 


tmpC2Dl.tmp 




Not Applicable. 
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SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The magazine entitled Jung und Frei Nr.104 Februar 1996 (also known as Jung Und 
Frei (Exhibit 24)) is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

This is because it tends to support the exploitation of children and young persons for 
sexual purposes. 

The magazine is in the style of a naturist magazine. It contains a number of articles 
that relate to the pursuit of a naturist lifestyle. The magazine is mainly concerned with 
the presentation of photographs of naked men, women and children. Many of these 
photographs record the pastimes of people who pursue a naturist lifestyle. A large 
number of these photographs solely feature children or young persons engaged in 
such activities, standing impassively, or in a contrived pose for the purpose of being 
photographed. The photographs appear adjacent to the articles and are not always 
related to that article. 

One of the articles discusses the work of an artist who specialises in erotic illustrations 
of children. A number of these illustrations are reproduced in the magazine. These 
illustrations appear inconsistent with the aims and objectives of a naturist magazine. 
The Classification Office is of the opinion that the article and illustrations act as a point 
of reference for the remainder of the magazine. More specifically the Classification 
Office believes that the reader is able to interpret some of the photographs in the 
same manner as they interpret the drawings; that is these photographs are sexually 
titillating. Such a reading is supported by the presence of a letter from a reader 
requesting more photographs of two girls, and photographs of naked children which 
bear no relationship to the articles they appear adjacent to. 

The Classification Office is of the opinion that this magazine has a sexual focus that is 
brought about by the drawings at the back of the magazine. In reaching this 
determination the Classification Office has given weight to the matters highlighted in 
the High Court case News Media Ltd v Film and Literature Board of Fteview, in 
particular the context within which the illustrations appear. 

The New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 (NZBR Act) has been considered in 
classifying this magazine but as s3(2) of the Films, Videos, and Publications 
Classification Act 1993 is a deeming provision that overrides the NZBR Act no further 
consideration has been given to the NZBR Act. 
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